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ABSTRACT
The purpose of this study was to determine the effect 
of industrial tax exemptions in the calendar year 1970 on 
local school revenue in Louisiana for the fiscal year 1970- 
1971* More specifically, the purpose was to determine and 
identify by school systems:
(1) the extent of industrial tax exemptions,
(2) the amount of revenue not available from the parish-
wide ad valorem Constitutional 5-Mill Tax because of 
industrial tax exemptions,
(3) the amount of revenue not available from other
parish-wide ad valorem school taxes because of industrial
tax exemptions,
(4) the amount of revenue not available from parish-wide 
ad valorem school taxes levied for bond redemption because
of industrial tax exemptions.
The population used in this investigation consisted of 
all local school systems of the State of Louisiana, except 
Orleans, Ouachita, and Washington Parishes and the city school 
systems of Bogalusa and Monroe. All data were secured from 
the official records and documents of the Office of the State 
Comptroller of Louisiana and the Louisiana Revised Statutes 
of 1950, as amended. Two assumptions were made: first, that
one per cent of the ad valorem tax revenue would be uncollect­
ible and second, that exempted manufacturing plants would be
vii
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placed on the assessment roll at thirty-three per cent of 
value if the industrial tax exemption were not in effect.
The following conclusions were reached:
(1) The effect of industrial tax exemptions on local 
school board revenues in forty-nine parishes is substantial. 
The total amount of industrial tax exemptions in these 
parishes was $3,312,2&4,913 as compared to the total amount 
of assessed valuation for tax purposes of $4,166,203,213 in 
the sixty-one parishes included in this study. If the indus­
trial tax exemptions had been placed on the rolls at thirty- 
three per cent of value, $1,093,053,99$ would have been added 
to the assessed valuation for tax purposes, and this action 
would have provided substantial additional revenue to the 
Louisiana Legislature and local school boards and permitted
a significant reduction in millages levied by local school 
boards to service bond redemptions.
(2) The Louisiana Legislature would have had $4,536,350 
in additional revenue available for appropriation because this 
increased revenue from the Constitutional 5-Mill Tax would 
have reduced the amount of funds needed under the Equalization 
Formula.
(3) Forty-two local school boards levied a parish-wide 
Maintenance and Operation Tax. These local school systems 
would have received $4,059,791 in additional revenue for 
general operation.
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(4) Twenty local school boards levied a parish-wide 
Maintenance Tax. These local school systems would have 
received $676,069 in additional revenue for maintenance of 
buildings and grounds.
(5) Six local school boards levied a parish-wide Con­
struction or Improvement Tax. These local school systems 
would have received $1,013,440 in additional revenue which 
could have been used for construction.
(6) Thirty local school boards levied a parish-wide 
school bond redemption tax. The increase in assessed valu­
ation for tax purposes would have permitted a significant 
reduction in millage levied for bond redemption.
(7) Forty-nine of the sixty-one school systems included 
in this study would have derived increased revenue from 
parish-wide ad valorem school taxes, ranging from a low of 
one-tenth of one per cent in St. Helena to a high of 33$ 




Louisiana began to expand1significantly as an industrial 
area shortly after the close of World War II. The impact of 
this expansion has affected the economic, political, and social 
structure of many regions of the State. Many areas of the 
State, which had historically supported an agricultural economy, 
have given way to the expansion of industrial development.
The influx of new industry, accompanied by an increase and 
shift of population, has created new and greater demands on 
the public facilities of existing towns and cities in the 
industrial areas. This has been especially true with regard 
to schools, streets, hospitals and recreational facilities.^
In order to attract new industry and to hold existing 
industry in the State a program of tax exemptions to industry 
was approved by the State Legislature and offered for the 
first time in 1946. In effect, this program provided for 
the exemption of new industry from the payment of ad valorem 
taxes for a period of ten years. Authorization to grant 
industrial exemptions is contained in the Constitution of
"̂ C. W. Hilton, The Effect of Industrial Tax Exemptions 
on Local School Revenues in Louisiana (Baton Rouge:
Louisiana Education Research Association, 195$)* p» 7*
2
the State of Louisiana, which further provides for the
implementation of the authority granted by entrusting the
State Board of Commerce and Industry and the Governor with
the responsibility of granting approvals for tax exemptions
2to new industry.
The property tax has been the main source of revenue
for local governments in the State for many years. The
Public Affairs Research Council, Inc. reports that fifty
per cent of locally raised funds in Louisiana are derived
from the property tax. Louisiana is below the average of
states in the United States in this respect since the property
tax produces about seventy per cent of all funds raised at
3the local level in most of the states. Local governments in 
Louisiana, including school boards, rely heavily on revenue 
from the property tax to provide their services and to con­
struct needed facilities. When the value of assessed property 
in a local district is restricted by tax exemptions or other 
limitations the amount of available revenue is reduced 
accordingly. Such limitations may result in a reduction of 
services, an increase in the millage on non-exempt properties, 
or the over-taxing of existing facilities.
2Louisiana, Constitution of 1921. Article 10, Section 4 
(10)(1964).
3Public Affairs Research Council of Louisiana Incorporated, 
Louisiana Property Tax, Vol. I, General Findings (Baton Rouge: 
Printing, Inc., I960), p. 17»
3
Tax exemption programs for the purpose of attracting 
new industry to locate in an area are in effect in a number 
of states. The nature of the exemption programs varies from 
state to state, but the general trend reported by Tax
Foundation, Inc. studies in 1969 is toward providing exemp-
Ltions for inventories and new additions. The exemption of
industry from the payment of ad valorem taxes to school
boards in Louisiana has caused some boards of the state to
question the practice and to consider action to discontinue
it. During its annual convention in 1957, 1966, and again in
1971 the Louisiana School Boards Association adopted a
resolution calling for the Legislature to exclude school
taxation from the ten year tax exemptions on new industry
5construction and major remodeling. The Council for a Better
Louisiana reported in 1971 that a thorough review of the
State’s tax structure was needed in the near future so that
industrial developers may be assured of its equity and
stability and the State may be assured of continued normal
6growth in revenues. The tax exemption program may be
"̂Tax Foundation Incorporated, State Tax Studies. 1969,
pp. 19-26.
^Fred G. Thatcher, The Boardman. 11:13, March, 1957.
Fred G. Thatcher, The Boardman. 12:14, January-February, 1956. 
James D. Prescott, The Boardman. 22:23, March, 1966.
James D. Prescott, The Boardman. 25:22, January, 1971.
6Council for a Better Louisiana, Agenda for Louisiana 
for the Seventies. 1971.
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considered one of the major parts of the structure that 
merits attention by a reviewing committee.
This study has not attempted to present the merits or 
demerits of Louisiana’s industrial tax exemption program as 
related to the economic status of state and local governments. 
It was intended that the study provide accurate data and an 
analysis of that data relating to the effect of the industrial 
tax exemption program in the State of Louisiana on local 
school board revenues for the fiscal year 1970-71.
Purpose. The purposes of this study were:
1. To determine and identify, by parishes, the extent 
of industrial tax exemptions in Louisiana for the calendar 
year 1970.
2. To determine and identify, by school systems, the 
amount of revenue not available to the school systems in the 
fiscal year 1970-71 from the parish-wide ad valorem Constitu­
tional 5-Mill Tax by virtue of industrial tax exemptions, 
which, had it been available would have produced additional 
net revenue to support public education or other governmental 
functions at the state level.
3. To determine and identify, by school systems, the 
amount of revenue not available to the school systems in the 
fiscal year 1970-71 from the following parish-wide school 
taxes as a result of industrial tax exemptions:
a. Maintenance and Operation
b. Maintenance
c. Construction or Improvement.
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4. To determine and identify, by school systems, the 
amount of revenue not available to school systems in the 
fiscal year 1970-71 from the parish-wide ad valorem bond and 
interest school tax for bond redemption, which, had it been 
available, would have reduced the millage required to service 
school bond issues.
Delimitations of the problem. The following delimita­
tions were used in this study:
1. All ad valorem taxes authorized and levied parish- 
wide by local school boards are included.
2. All local school systems except Orleans, Ouachita, 
and Washington Parishes and the city school systems of 
Bogalusa and Monroe are included in the study. Orleans is 
excluded because the required information is not readily 
available. The other four systems are excluded because there 
is no ready means of determining whether the industrial tax 
exemptions in effect apply to the parish or city school 
system in whole or in part.
Importance of the study. This study is important for 
the following reasons:
1. The Louisiana Legislature has expressed, particularly 
during its 1970 Session, an interest in examining the practice 
of industrial tax exemption in relationship to the need for new 
taxes to support educational and other governmental functions.
2. The Louisiana School Boards Association has expressed
its interest on the effect of industrial tax exemptions on
6
school revenues in 1957, 196$, and 1971 at its annual 
conventions.
3. The Public Affairs Research Council has also shown 
related interest in such a study by its research published 
in October, I960.
4. The Council for a Better Louisiana stated in the 
summer of 1971 that Louisiana’s economic growth will be 
determined in part by the effect of its tax structure on 
industrial investments. "Right now," the Council reported, 
"the State needs to take a hard look at its tax structure 
because the income from severance taxes is not growing as
7fast as in other years."
5. Assessors of the State of Louisiana are interested 
in the study because industrial tax exemptions affect total 
assessments, assessment ratios, bond issues, and mills levied 
by taxing bodies.
6. It appears that there is substantial evidence of 
genuine concern among taxpayers relative to the productiveness 
of existing tax structures, for generating revenues for the 
operation of various governmental functions.
7. The need exists to up-date a study to determine the 
effect of industrial tax exemptions on local school revenues 
in school systems in Louisiana.
7Ibid.
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II. DEFINITION OF TERMS
Grand Recapitulation. The grand recapitulation of each 
tax roll refers to the summary page of each assessment roll 
filed by the Parish Assessor and bears the approval of the 
Louisiana Tax Commission as to the value of assessments sub­
ject to taxation and the verification of the legislative 
auditor as to amount and correctness of taxes levied. The 
grand recapitulation summarizes for each ad valorem tax 
levied the gross amount to be paid by taxpayers, the amount 
payable by the State Treasurer covering homestead exemptions, 
and the grand total to be accounted for. In addition, the 
grand recapitulation summarizes other statistics including 
the value of exempt manufacturing plants under 10-year 
contract. The Sheriff and Ex-Officio Tax Collector of each 
parish collects the taxes shown on the tax roll from the 
individual taxpayers and from the State Treasurer for homestead 
exemptions, and remits collections, less deductions authorized 
by law, to the taxing bodies involved. A copy of the Grand 
Recapitulation Sheet for Caddo Parish is presented in Appendix B.
Industrial Tax Exemption. This term refers to the "Value 
of Exempt Manufacturing Plants Under 10-Year Contract" as 
shown on the Grand Recapitulation of the Assessment Roll of 
each parish.
Taxes. This term includes ad valorem taxes which school 
systems are authorized to levy, as follows:
8




(Article 12, Section 15, 4th 
Paragraph)




(Article 10, Section 10)
Bond Redemption Tax (Article 14, Section 14, 
Par. b.l)
All of these taxes require approval of the voters at a tax 
election except the Constitutional Tax, which can be levied 
without voter approval.
Assessors Compensation. Assessor’s Compensation is the 
deduction from taxes made by the Sheriff and Ex-Officio Tax 
Collector and remitted to the Parish Assessor for the operation 
of his office in preparing the assessment roll of the parish, 
as authorized by L.R.S. 47: 1906-1908.
Sheriff’s Representative Allowance. This term refers to 
a nominal deduction from taxes made by the Sheriff and Ex- 
Officio Tax Collector to assist in the operation of his office, 
as authorized by L.R.S. 33: 1423.
Pension Deductions. Pension deductions are those deduc­
tions from taxes authorized by the legislature to be made by 
the Sheriff and Ex-Officio Tax Collector and remitted to eight 
different retirement systems, including the Teachers Retire­
ment System, to aid in financing pensions paid by these 
retirement systems.
9
SheriffTs Commission. Sheriff's Commission for collecting 
taxes is the deduction made by the Sheriff and Ex-Officio Tax 
Collector for the operation of his office in collecting taxes 
and enforcing laws, as authorized by L.R.S. 33:1423*
School Board and/or School System. These terms are used 
synonomously in this study - specifically references made to 
the operation of school boards at the local level.
Revenue Not Available. Revenue not available, in this 
study, refers to net potential revenue not received by school 
systems in the fiscal year 1970-71 because industrial tax 
exemptions were in effect for the calendar year 1970.
III. SOURCES OF DATA
Data used in this study were secured from the following 
sources:
1. Office of the State Comptroller of the State of 
Louisiana:
a. Grand Recapitulation of each Assessment Roll
for 1970, approved by the Louisiana Tax Commission:
(1) Value of Exempt Manufacturing Plants Under 
10-Year Contract
(2) Total assessed valuation for tax purposes
(3) Gross amount of each tax levied by each 
taxing body for 1970
b. Assessor's Compensation Statement, verified by
the Legislative Auditor:
(1) Amount deductible from each tax
10
c. Statements prepared by the Legislative Auditor:
(1) Amount deductible from each tax for the 
Sheriff’s Representative Allowance
(2) Amount deductible from each tax for the 
Pension deductions,
2. The Louisiana Revised Statutes of 1950, as Amended:
a. Schedule of Commissions for Sheriffs and Ex- 
Officio Tax Collectors, L.R.S, 33:1423.
b. Assessor’s Salary and Allowance, L.R.S. 47:1906- 
1903.
CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE
I. STUDIES IN OTHER STATES
Specific research on the effect of industrial tax exemp­
tions on local school revenues appears to be minimal while 
tax studies relating to the need for re-structuring state tax 
systems and utilizing the tax potential of the states' 
resources are abundant. Much research in the general area 
of real estate taxation is indirectly related to the tax 
problems of local school boards, however, research dealing 
specifically with the effect of exemptions on local school 
board revenues is very limited. This lack of specific research 
may be attributed to the fact that the financial structures of 
the fifty states vary considerably.
The Woodruff-Alexander Compilation by the Bureau of 
Business Research of the University of Pittsburgh published 
in 1959 includes all available tax studies in the various 
states until 1957* Although property taxation is covered very 
extensively in this report, no specific studies are listed 
which relate to the effect of industrial tax exemptions on 
school board revenues.^
^The Bureau of Business Research, University of 




Tax Foundation, Inc., in its publication, covering the 
period from 1957 through 1969, reviews 250 reports dealing 
with taxation, of which one hundred dealt with broad, over­
all tax structure considerations. One hundred fifty reports 
of the total reviewed dealt with a variety of special tax 
problems in the area of property taxation and fifty reports 
dealt exclusively with property taxation, indicating a very 
intensive interest in all the states in ad valorem taxation. 
However, only one report is listed which deals specifically
with the effect of industrial tax exemptions on the revenues
2of local school boards.
The Woodruff-Alexander Compilation and the review by Tax 
Foundation, Inc. contain state studies dealing with exemptions, 
but these studies were focused upon the efforts to estimate 
the amount of tax exempt property in a given state. In most 
cases these studies related to the effect of tax exemption 
programs on the base of the state tax structure. The primary 
concern reported in several studies was the amount of addi­
tional taxes imposed upon the property owners who were not 
in exempt categories and the cost of such exemptions in terms 
of state government revenues.
An extensive report on the tax incentives available to 
industry in all states of the United States is presented by 
the Site Selection Handbook, Volume II, for June 1970* This
2Tax Foundation, Inc., State Tax Studies. 1967, pp. 19-26.
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report reveals that sixteen states enjoy tax exemptions or
moratorium on land or capital improvements in varying degrees
and that only seven of the sixteen states have unqualified
3exemptions on land or capital improvements.
II. STUDIES IN LOUISIANA
The Louisiana Education Research Association published
a study by Hilton^ in 1958 entitled "The Effect of Industrial
Tax Exemptions on Local School Board Revenues in Louisiana.”
Hilton’s report covered the fiscal year 1957-1958 and included
a consideration of all tax exempt industry in the state during
that year. Although Hilton’s report provides the basic data
necessary for a comparison of the revenues actually received
by local school boards with the amount of revenue that would
have been received had tax exemptions on industry not been in
effect, the full impact of the exemption program on the state
as a whole is best shown in the summary remarks which state:
While many people are aware of the impact of 
industry in such parishes as Calcasieu and East 
Baton Rouge, they are not as familiar with the
effect industrial tax exemptions have had on
the revenues from ad valorem taxes in many other 
Louisiana parishes. Thirteen of the fifty-seven 
school systems affected by industrial tax exemp­
tions would have received an increase of twenty- 
five per cent, or more, in revenue in 1957-58 if 
industrial tax exempt property had been subject
•̂Site Selection Handbook. Vol. II, (June, 1970), p. 200.
^C. W. Hilton, The Effect of Industrial Tax Exemptions 
on Local School Revenues in Louisiana (Baton Rouge: Louisiana
Education Research Association, 1958), p. 33«
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to local ad valorem taxes which were actually- 
levied during that school session; or millages, 
which would have produced t;he same amount of 
revenues received, could have been lowered accordingly.^
No extensive study has been done in the state since 
HiltonTs report although considerable interest in the matter 
has been expressed by the Louisiana School Boards Association 
and indirectly by the Council for a Better Louisiana and the 
Public Affairs Research Council.
The Public Affairs Research Council of Louisiana also 
published a study of general findings relative to the tax 
problems of the State of Louisiana in I960. The study 
entitled ’’The Property Tax System of Louisiana" is presented 
in two volumes plus a summary, and reviews the policies and 
practices of the Louisiana Tax Commission and the assessors 
of the individual parishes. The study also includes a tabu­
lation of the parish average assessment ratios, which was
£found to be valuable in the development of this study.
The Public Affairs Research Council of Louisiana made a 
study of factors affecting Louisiana’s industrial development 
in 1962. The findings of this study indicate that factors 
other than tax exemption may decide the issue of whether or 
not an industry locates in the State.1
5Ibid.
^Public Affairs Research Council of Louisiana Incorporated, 
Louisiana Property Tax. Vol. I, General Findings (Baton Rouge: 
Printing, IncT, I960).
^Public Affairs Research Council of Louisiana Incorporated, 
Factors Affecting Louisiana’s Industrial Development (Baton 
Rouge: Printing, Inc., 1962).
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In one respect this study up-dates the Hilton report, 
but does not list the specific exemptions parish by parish. 
The records of the Louisiana Tax Commission contain details 
of the specific industrial tax exemptions granted. It is 
intended that this study provide interested persons with an 
accurate, authentic review of the revenues received by local 
school boards from ad valorem taxes levied parish-wide in the 
fiscal year 1970-71 and a comparison of these revenues with 
the amounts that would have been forthcoming had the indus­
trial tax exemption not been in effect.
III. SUMMARY
A careful review of the literature related to the 
industrial tax exemptions in the United States reveals that 
almost no research has dealt specifically with the effect of 
industrial tax exemptions on school board revenues. The 
investigator found that tax studies had been conducted in 
every state during the past decade, but only Hilton’s study 
in Louisiana dealt specifically with the effect of industrial 
tax exemptions on school board revenues.
CHAPTER III
PLAN AND DESIGN OF THE STUDY
The purpose of Chapter III is to explain in detail the 
procedures, design, and computations used in this investiga­
tion. In order that these factors may be more clearly 
presented, each is discussed in terms of the following 
headings: assumptions recognized in the study, methods
utilized in data collection, method utilized in computing 
net revenue available, method utilized in computing net 
revenue not available, application of procedure in terms of 
a local school system, and summary.
I. ASSUMPTIONS RECOGNIZED IN THE STUDY
In order to facilitate the development of this study, it 
was recognized that basic assumptions must be made. These 
basic assumptions were as follows:
1. It was assumed that if the industrial tax exemptions 
were not in effect in the calendar year 1970, the Parish 
Assessor would have placed that property on the assessment 
roll at a ratio of thirty-three per cent of its actual value 
as recommended by the Louisiana Tax Commission. This ratio 
of thirty-three per cent has been used in determining the 




(The Louisiana Constitution prior to amendment in November, 
1964, provided that exempt property would be placed on the 
assessment roll at actual cash value at the expiration of the 
exemption.^ The 1964 amendment provides that such property 
shall be placed on the roll at not more than the average 
assessment ratio on all other property assessed by the
pAssessor. The Louisiana Tax Commission is working toward 
the uniform assessment by Parish Assessors of property at 
thirty-three per cent of actual cash value.  ̂ Admittedly, the 
1970 ratios used by Parish Assessors varied from parish to 
parish.)
2. It is generally accepted by tax auditors that one 
per cent of gross taxes shown on the Grand Recapitulation of 
the assessment roll is uncollectible by virtue of such factors 
as erroneous assessments, dual assessments, and changes 
authorized by the Louisiana Tax Commission.^
II. METHOD USED IN DATA COLLECTION
The Grand Recapitulation (see Appendix B) of each parish 
assessment roll for the year 1970 was examined in the presence
■^•Louisiana, Constitution of 1921. Article 10, Section 4
(10).
n Ibid.. as amended in 1964«
^Louisiana Tax Commission Official (Interview March 11, 
1971).
^Legislative Auditor’s Office (Interview November 1$,
1971).
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of an accountant of the Office of the State Comptroller of 
Louisiana. From this examination, the following information 
was obtained:
1. Documentary evidence of the approval of the Parish 
Grand Recapitulation by the Louisiana Tax Commission.
2. The total assessed valuation of each parish for tax 
purposes.
3. The value of exempt manufacturing plants under ten- 
year contract as of the year 1970.
4. The millage levied for each parish-wide school tax.
In addition the AssessorTs Compensation Statement (see
Appendix C) for each parish for 1970 and the statement pre­
pared by the Legislative Auditor pertaining to authorized 
deductions for Sheriff’s Representative Allowance and Pension 
Deductions were examined to obtain the following information:
1. The amount to be deducted from each parish-wide 
school tax for the Assessor's Compensation, the Sheriff’s 
Representative Allowance, and Pension deductions. These 
amounts were tabulated and checked for each parish in order 
to assure mathematical accuracy.
The rate of the Sheriff’s Commission for collecting 
taxes was also tabulated for each parish and a percentage of 
uncollectible taxes was determined. In order to determine 
the value of exempt manufacturing plants to be placed on the 
roll of each parish, it was necessary to ascertain from the 
Louisiana Tax Commission the ratio of assessment which would
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be recommended if the industrial tax exemption were not in 
effect. This was obtained through personal interview with 
an official of the Louisiana Tax Commission on March 11, 1971* 
The information outlined above represents the essential data 
necessary to develop this study.
III. METHOD UTILIZED IN COMPUTING NET REVENUE AVAILABLE
The basic approach to the problem of computing the net 
revenue available from parish-wide ad valorem school taxes was 
to first determine the net revenue available from one mill.
The net revenue from one mill was obtained by applying the 
following formula:












Net Revenue from 
one mill
Total Assessed Valuation x 
one mill
Gross Tax x one per cent
Gross Tax - Uncollectible 
Amount x rate of Sheriff’s 
Commission
Gross Tax x pro rata of Assessor’s 
Compensation
Gross Tax x pro rata of Sheriff’s 
Representative Allowance
Gross Tax x pro rata of Pension 
Deductions
Gross Tax - sum of Uncollectible 
Amount, Sheriff’s Commission, 
Assessor’s Compensation, 
Sheriff’s Representative Allow­
ance, and Pension Deductions
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The net revenue available from parish-wide ad valorem 













Bond Redemption Tax 
Net Revenue
Net Revenue from one mill x 
the number 5
Net Revenue from one mill x 
number of mills levied for 
Maintenance and Operation Tax
Net Revenue from one mill x 
number of mills levied for 
Maintenance Tax
Net Revenue from one mill x 
number of mills levied for 
Construction or Improvement 
Tax
Net Revenue from one mill x 
number of mills levied for 
Bond Redemption Tax
IV. METHOD UTILIZED IN COMPUTING NET REVENUE NOT AVAILABLE 
BECAUSE OF INDUSTRIAL TAX EXEMPTIONS
The basic approach to the problem of computing the net 
revenue not available from parish-wide ad valorem school taxes 
was to first determine the net revenue not available from one 
mill. The net revenue not available from one mill was deter­




Value of Exempt Manufacturing 
Plants under Ten-Year Contract 
x thirty-three per cent
Percentage Increase = Adjusted Assessed Valuation 
in Assessment divided by Total Assessed
Roll Valuation for Tax Purposes
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Net Revenue Not 
Available from 
One Mill
Net Revenue Available from one 
mill x Percentage Increase in 
Assessment Roll
The net revenue not available from parish-wide ad valorem 
school taxes was calculated by applying the following formula:








Net Revenue Not 
Available from 
Maintenance Tax








Net Revenue Not Available from 
one mill x 5 mills
Net Revenue Not Available from 
one mill x mills levied for 
Maintenance and Operation Tax
Net Revenue Not Available from 
one mill x mills levied for 
Maintenance Tax
Net Revenue Not Available from 
one mill x mills levied for 
Construction or Improvement 
Tax
Net Revenue Not Available from 
one mill x mills levied for 
Bond Redemption Tax
V. APPLICATION OF PROCEDURE IN TERMS OF 
A LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEM (EAST BATON ROUGE)
In order to test the application of the procedures out­
lined above, the East Baton Rouge Parish Grand Recapitulation 
for the year 196$, and related documents necessary for the 
application of the formulae were used. This test application 
is presented as follows:
1. Value of Exempt Manufacturing Plants $362,0$0,130 
Under Ten-Year Contract as shown on 
Grand Recapitulation for East Baton 
Rouge Parish
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2. Total Assessed Valuation for Tax
Purposes as shown on Grand Recapitu­
lation for East Baton Rouge Parish
3• Computation of Net Revenue Available 
for 1968-69:
$596,643,895













= Total Assessed Valuation $596,643
x one mill ($596,643,395)
= Gross Tax x one per cent $5,966
= Gross Tax - Uncollectible $3$,393
Amount x Rate of Sheriff’s 
Commission, 6 1/2%




= Gross Tax x pro rata of $62
Sheriff’s Representative 
Allowance from Statement 
prepared by Legislative 
Auditor






: Gross Tax - sum of Uncol- $535,301 





Actual 1968-69 Net Revenue as of June 30, 1969 $533,#37 
for one mill received by East Baton Rouge 






= Net Revenue from one 
mill x 5







Net Revenue from one 
mill x one
Bond Redemption = Net Revenue from one 
Tax (10.4 mill x 10.4
mills)
4. Computation of Net Revenue Not Available 














Valuation divided by 
Total Assessed Valu­
ation for Tax Purposesa 
$596,643,395
Net Revenue Not = 
Available from 
one mill
Net Revenue Available 
from one mill x Per­
centage Increase in 
Assessment Roll
Net Revenue Not = Net Revenue Not Avail- 
Available from able from one mill x
Constitutional 5
Tax (5 mills)
Net Revenue Not = Net Revenue Not Avail- 




Net Revenue Not = Net Revenue Not Avail- 
Available from able from one mill x
Maintenance Tax one
(one mill)
Net Revenue Not = Net Revenue Not Avail- 













A comparison of the results obtained by applying the 
formula with the actual net revenue received as of June 30, 1969
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by the East Baton Rouge Parish School Board for 196B-69 from 
one mill parish-wide ad valorem school tax showed that the 
Board actually received three-tenths of one per cent less 
than the amount calculated by applying the formula.
VI. SUMMARY
The purpose of this chapter is to present the exact 
procedure, including formulas, used to calculate the net 
revenue available from parish-wide ad valorem school taxes 
and the net revenue not available to the school board from 
these taxes because of industrial tax exemptions. A sample 
application of the procedure was presented and results of this 
sample indicate that it is accurate within three-tenths of one 
per cent when applied to and compared with actual net revenue 
received by a parish school board.
CHAPTER IV
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF DATA
The purpose of Chapter IV is to report and to analyze 
data pertaining to industrial tax exemptions in selected 
parishes of Louisiana during the year 1970. The data were 
compiled primarily from the Grand Recapitulation of the 
Assessment Roll of sixty-one parishes for the calendar year 
1970. A copy of the Grand Recapitulation for Caddo Parish 
is shown in Appendix B. The effect of industrial tax exemp­
tions on the revenues of forty-nine parish school boards for 
the fiscal year 1970 is described in the following five 
sections with accompanying tables.
I. VALUE OF EXEMPT MANUFACTURING PLANTS UNDER 
TEN-YEAR CONTRACT, TOTAL ASSESSED VALUATION 
FOR TAX PURPOSES, AND PARISH-WIDE SCHOOL TAX 
MILLAGE LEVIED FOR 1970
The purpose of this section is to show for each parish 
information, which is basic to the development of data related 
to the effect of industrial tax exemptions on the revenues of 
local school boards as follows:
1. The value of exempt manufacturing plants under ten- 
year contract in each parish for the year 1970.
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2. The assessed valuation for tax purposes, as approved 
by the Louisiana Tax Commission, for each parish for 1970.
3. The parish-wide millages levied for school purposes 
by each school board in sixty-one parishes during 1970.
As shown in Column 1 of Table I the value of industrial tax 
exemptions for forty-nine parishes, where industrial tax 
exemption contracts were in effect, totaled $3,312,234,913.
It is interesting to note that the greatest amount of exemp­
tions was granted in East Baton Rouge Parish which had a 
total of $522,132,510. This local sub-division was followed 
by Ascension Parish with exemptions totaling $503,776,237 
and Iberville Parish with exemptions amounting to $431,350,633. 
No other parishes in the state other than these three had 
exemptions exceeding four hundred million. An interesting 
point which should be revealed is the proximity of these 
three parishes to one another and the fact that each is 
located on the Mississippi River. Two parishes, namely,
St. Charles and Calcasieu had exemptions exceeding three 
hundred million but less than four hundred million. St. James 
Parish was reported as having exemptions amounting to more 
than two hundred sixteen million, while Caddo Parish had 
exemptions amounting to slightly more than one hundred eight 
million. A total of thirty-nine parishes reported exemptions 
ranging from a minimum of $13,720 in St. Helena Parish to a 
maximum of approximately ninety-six million in St. John 
Parish. The following parishes reported no exemptions granted:
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Caldwell, East Feliciana, Grant, Lafourche, Lincoln,
Livingston, Sabine, St. Bernard, St. Landry, St. Tammany, 
Vernon, and West Carroll.
In Column 2 of same table is shown the total assessed 
valuation for tax purposes in sixty-one parishes was 
$4,166,203,213. The total assessed valuation for tax purposes 
for each parish is shown on the Grand Recapitulation of the 
assessment roll filed by the parish assessor and approved by 
the Louisiana Tax Commission, as shown on Appendix B. It may 
be noted that the valuation of assessment ranges from a low 
of $10,129,^70 in Red River to a high of $647,530,595 in 
East Baton Rouge Parish.
In the last five columns of Table I is presented the exact 
millages levied parish-wide for school purposes in sixty-one 
parishes of Louisiana. From an examination of data contained 
in Table I, it is evident that a wide variation of millage 
levied for school purposes exists in Louisiana. It may be 
seen that all sixty-one school systems studied levied the 
five-mill Constitutional Tax which may be imposed without 
a vote of the people. This authority is granted by the State 
Constitution to all local school boards. Fifty-five school 
systems levied a Maintenance and Operation Tax, ranging from 
a minimum of three mills in Evangeline and St. Mary Parishes 
to the maximum legally permissible of seven mills levied in 
twenty-six parishes of the State. It may be noted that 
twenty-five school systems levied the Maintenance Tax,
TABLE I
VALUE OF EXEMPT MANUFACTURING PLANTS UNDER TEN-YEAR CONTRACT, TOTAL ASSESSED VALUATION 
F O R  T A X  PURPOSES, A N D  PARISH WIDE S C H O O L  T A X  M I L L A G E  L E V I E D  F O R  1970 F O R  S E L E C T E D
PARISHES OF LOUISIANA
PARISH







PARISH WIDE S C H O O L  T A X  M I L L A G E  LEV I E D  F O R  1970 
MAINTENANCE 
AND
CONSTITUTIONAL OPERATION MAINTENANCE CONSTRUCTION BONDS
Acadia $ 23,373,130 $ 71,639,300 5 5
Allen 14,271,209 19,326,290 5 5
Ascension 303,776,237 49,183,500 5 5 9
Assumption 2,734,513 23,746,280 5 5 13
Avoyelles 1,090,580 28,165,400 5 5 5 6
Beauregard 8,331,523 31,027,860 5 7 5 16
Bienville 719,217 26,766,340 5 6 6
Bossier 6,765,310 77,584,400 5 5
Caddo 108,434,060 541,092,330 5 7 3 4 8.5
Calcasieu 328,073,749 279,122,180 5 7 1 1
Caldwell 14,636,700 5 7 5 12.5
Cameron 26,114,567 38,331,070 5
Catahoula 1,151,157 13,656,870 5 7 2 3 2
Claiborne 4,682,846 25,123,800 5 5 2
Concordia 1,708,200 18,094,480 5 7 7 5 15
DeSoto 196,500 22,757,960 5 7
East Baton Rouge 522,132,510 647,530,595 5 5 1 5 10.4
East Carroll 2,021,230 18,472,860 5 5 9
East Feliciana 15,173,620 5 5
Evangeline 7,095,000 35,582,500 5 3 12
Franklin 150,000 23,816,080 5 5 5 3
Grant 13,307,450 5 7 5
Iberia 16,045,975 69,859,170 5 7 17
Iberville 481,350,638 48,374,885 5
Jackson 12,000,000 19,762,820 5 7 18
Jefferson 69,937,512 319,732,683 5 7 5 17
Jefferson Davis 4,837,530 53,207,430 5 5 5
Lafayette 3,745,503 83,518,170 5 7 5 15.5
Lafourche 88,506,180 5 7 16
LaSalle 4,293,972 23,887,400 5 7 5 1.5
Lincoln 34,462,620 5 5 5 5
Livings ton 21,093,770 5 7 7 5
Madison 1,820,329 20,789,865 5 13
Morehouse 68,592,235 56,373,550 5 7
Natchitoches 9,475,920 36,036,200 5 5
Plaquemines 28,256,300 147,067,390 5
Pointe Coupee 5,841,101 24,762,841 5 5.5 6.25
Rapides 89,336,623 97,577,240 5 7 2 .55
Red River 2,123,420 10,129,870 5 5 5 8.5
Richland 2,464,354 31,763,950 5 5
Sabine 17,471,180 5 5















A G E  LEV I E D  F O E  1970 
MAINTENANCE CONSTRUCTION BOND!
St. Charles $ 371,200,088 $ 61,044,733 5 5 r>
St. Helena 18,720 11,920,840 5 / 7 r>
St. James 216,206,232 37,638,890 5 5 2 ? !
St. John 96,138,904 23,209,324 5 5 70.5
St. Landry 90,411,490 5 5 cJ *>
St. Martin 1,207,890 26,363,610 5 7 7.2.5
St. Mary 91,667,497 138,705,690 5 Z
St. Tammany 64,129,940 5 7 5 1 I
Tangipahoa 1,951,690 44,272,380 5 5
Tensas 1,352,644 13,337,259 5 5 12
Terrebonne 26,370,936 118,874,630 5 ~ 1*1.3
Union 622,179 20,719,150 5 cJ 3 10
Vermilion 17,489,905 55,844,010 5
Vernon 23,781,270 5 1
Webster 20,491,901 53,128,302 5 7 3
West Baton Rouge 8,289,170 22,023,910 5 7 LO
West Carroll , 16,729,390 5 5 J
West Feliciana 90,316,821 18,491,351 5 3




ranging from one mill in East Baton Rouge and Calcasieu to 
the maximum legally permissible of seven mills levied by ten 
school systems. Only ten school systems levied the special 
Construction or Improvement Tax, ranging from .55 mill in 
Rapides to the maximum legally permissible of five mills 
levied by six school systems. Thirty-seven school systems 
levied millage, ranging from 1.5 mills in LaSalle Parish to 
22 mills in St. Martin Parish, for Bond Redemption. It should 
be noted that millage for bond redemption purposes may be 
levied only to the extent necessary to retire the bonds 
maturing that year together with interest on the outstanding 
indebtedness.
II. COMPUTATION OF NET REVENUE FROM ONE-MILL 
PARISH-WIDE SCHOOL TAX FOR 1970
The purpose of this section is to show the computation 
of net revenue available from one-mill parish-wide ad valorem 
school tax for 1970. The basic approach to the problem of 
computing the net revenue available to the sixty-one school 
systems included in this study was to determine first the 
net revenue available from one mill, by school systems. The 
gross amount of tax from one mill totaled $4,166,212.37 for 
the sixty-one school systems, as shown in Column 1 of 
Table II. Deductions from the gross amount of the one-mill 
tax are shown in Columns 2, 3, 4» 5# and 6 of Table II. The 
net revenue from one-mill parish-wide school tax for 1970
TABLE XI
COMPUTATION OF NET REVENUE FROM 













17, OF GROSS NET
Acadia $ 71,639.30 $ 2,316.15 $ 27.37 $ 1,343.24 $ 8,510.75 $ 716.39 $ 58,725.40
Allen 19,326.29 600.46 12.95 362.37 2,104.63 193.26 16,052.62
Ascension 49,183.50 1,416.71 20.40 922.19 7,790.67 491.84 38,541.69
Assumption 23,746.28 1,081.44 21.29 445.24 4,466.68 237.46 17,494.17
Avoyelles 28,165.40 1,153.48 21.78 528.10 4,182.56 281.65 21,997.63
Beauregard 31,027.86 1,084.24 17.39 581.77 3,993.29 310.23 25,040.89
Bienville 26,766.34 825.46 24.42 501.87 3,444.83 267.66 21,702.10
Bossier 77,584.AO 1,792.46 20.19 1,454.71 6,912.77 775.84 66,626.43
Caddo 541,092.32 8,119.24 84.58 10,145.48 29,462.46 5,410.92 487.889.C2
Calcasieu 279,122.18 3,291.90 25.32 5,233.54 26,251.44 2,791.22 241,5b. 7 6
Caldwell 14,636.69 571.70 16.91 274.44 2,318.45 146.37 11.308.32
Cameron 38,331.07 725.23 20.72 718.71 6.071.64 383.31 30,411.96
Catahoula 13,656.87 618.98 17.28 256.07 1,892.34 136.57 10,735.13
Claiborne 25,123.80 1,065.79 24.66 471.07 2,984.71 251.24 20,326.33
Concordia 18,094.48 538.22 15.92 339.27 2,149.62 180.94 14,870.51
DeSoto 22,757.96 1,489.98 28.22 426.71 2,703.65 227.58 17,881.92
East Baton Rouge 647,530.59 7,475.77 74.97 10,522.37 41,668.59 6,475.31 581,313,53
East Carroll 18,472.85 719.48 21.29 346.37 2.011.69 184.73 13,169.29
East Feliciana 15,173.62 1,040.65 32.56 284.51 2,854.16 131.74 10,810,00
Evangeline 35,582.50 1,171.16 22.21 667.17 4,227.20 355.83 29,133.93
Franklin 23,816.08 902.83 15.19 446.55 2,593.57 238.16 19,619.78
Grant 13,307.45 693.80 15.84 249.51 1,844.41 133.07 10,370.82
Iberia 69,859.19 1,852.51 17.76 1,309.86 8,299.27 698.59 57,681.20
Iberville 48,374.91 810.09 20.22 907.03 7,183.67 483.75 38,970.15
Jackson 19,763.16 1,034.53 17.59 370.56 2,739.17 197.63 15,403.68
Jefferson 319,733.91 3,173.75 27.32 5,995.01 30,070.97 3,197.34 277,269.52
Jefferson Davis 53,207.43 1,503.24 24.72 997.64 4,477.41 532,07 45,672.35
Lafayette 83,518.17 1,230.51 24.57 1,565.97 10,743.79 835.18 69,113.15
Lafourche 88,506.18 1,309.53 13.16 1,659.49 10,514.53 885.06 74,124.41
LaSalle 23,887.00 510.55 15.11 447.88 3,074.26 238.87 19,600.33
Lincoln 34,462.62 1,097.76 17.67 646.17 3,070.62 344.63 29,285.77
Livingston 21,093.77 674.19 11.60 395.51 3,132.42 210.94 16,669.11
Madison 20,789.86 641.84 21.86 389.81 2,058.20 207.90 17,470.25
Morehouse 56,373.55 1,270.28 23.70 1,057.00 6,139.08 563.74 47,319.75
Natchitoches 36,036.20 1,111.86 16.80 675.68 3,924.34 360.36 29,947.16
Plaquemines 147,067.98 2,468.50 37.51 2,757.52 17,471.63 1,470.67 122,862.10
Pointe Coupee 24,764.37 1,405.85 27.61 464.33 2,942.01 247.64 19,676.93
Rapides 97,579.11 1,376.39 17.73 1,829.61 8,694.30 975.79 84,685.29
Red River 10,129.87 720.51 21.51 189.93 1,604.57 101.30 7,492.05
Richland 31,763.95 949.68 19.90 595.57 3,459.09 317.64 26,422.07
Sabine 17,471.24 1,019.44 15.98 327.59 2,421.51 174.71 13,512.01













UNCOLLEC 7! 27.2 
(.!• r\uu$:-.
St. Charles $ 61,044.73 $ 1,359.05 $ 18.42 $ 1,144.59 $ 7,E3i-.4fc $ 610.35 $ 50,(335./C
St. Helena 11,920.84 445.29 12.27 223.52 1,838.26 119.21 9,232.29
St. James 37,639.13 811.57 19.42 705.73 5.585.41 376.. 39 30,136.41
St. John 23,209.32 937.36 16.65 435.18 3,446, Z'j 232.09 18,141.46,
St. Landry 90,411.49 1,832.43 36.69 1,695.22 11,635.58 S04.il 74,307.06
St. Martin 26,363.61 576.32 11.55 494.32 3,654.00 263.64 21,383. .'h
St. Mary 138,706.60 2,825.01 28.74 2,600.75 16,478.34 1,387.0? 13.5,37.5.69
St. Tanmany 64,131.94 2,169.50 16.07 1,202.47 7,618.37 641,72 52.483,V1
Tangipahoa 44,272.38 1,452.54 13.98 830.11 4,821.26 442.72 36,711.>7
Tensas 13,337.26 526.61 18.28 250.07 1,564.47 133.3 7 10.824.u6
Terrebonne 118,874.63 1,496.67 15.07 2,228.90 12,945.45 1,180.75 100,959.75
Union 20,719.45 786.56 17.96 388.4S 2,051.23 207.19 17,266.02
Vermilion 55,844.00 1,076.87 18.04 1,047.07 7,187.12 558.44 45,956. .,6
Vernon 23,781.27 791.00 13.31 445.90 3,296.08 237.81 13,947.17
Webster 53,128.73 1,361.69 21.41 996.16 5,755.72 531.29 66,632.46
West Baton Rouge 22,023.91 1,008.47 19.66 412.95 3,270.55 720.24 17.042.74
West Carroll 16,729.39 585.34 20.32 313.68 1,987.4:. 167.29 13,655..j\
West Feliciana 18,491.40 896.90 36.17 346.71 3,478.55 184.93. 13 468.43
Winn 16,343.20 744.11 16.99 306.44 • .26 5.17 167.63 12,847.06
TOTALS $4,166,212.37 $85,210.18 $1,355.11 $76,497.65 $417,708.52 $41,662.04 $3,543,778.87.
VjJM
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available to the sixty-one school systems after deducting a 
total of $622,433.55 for administration and other purposes 
from the gross amount of $4,166,212.37, was $3,543,77^.^2, 
as shown in Column 7 of Table II.
It will be noted from an examination of Column 2 that 
the total amount of $S5,210.1# deducted for Assessor's Com­
pensation varied considerably by school systems. Salaries of 
assessors varied from $10,560 in Iberville to $19,000 per 
annum in larger parishes. Assessorsf allowances for operation 
of their offices varied from $11,000 in West Feliciana to 
$330,000 per annum in Caddo, East Baton Rouge, and Jefferson. 
Sections 1906 to 190B of Title 47 of the Louisiana Revised 
Statutes provide for deducting from the first tax collections 
for taxing bodies of their full proportion of assessor's 
compensation and allowances in accordance with the amount of 
taxes to be received by each, as shown on a sworn statement 
submitted by each assessor to the Legislative Auditor, who 
verifies the statement (See Appendix C).
In Column 3 is shown the deductions for Representative 
Allowance totaled only $1,355.11. Section 1423 of Title 33 
of the Louisiana Revised Statutes provides for a pro rata 
deduction from taxes collected for taxing bodies of a nominal 
sum of $1,000 plus an additional $500 for each representative 
above two in the parish, to assist in financing the office of 
the sheriff.
Column 4 presents the payments for Pension Deductions 
which total $76,497.65. The law provides for deduction from
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taxes collected for taxing bodies for eight different 
retirement systems. These payments varied from .0625 per 
cent for the District Attorneys1 Retirement System to .50 
per cent for the Teachers* Retirement System. A statement 
prepared by the Legislative Auditor shows the deductions for 
Representative Allowance and Pension Deductions (See 
Appendix D).
In Column 5 is presented the Sheriff*s Commission 
totaling $417,703.52 for collecting taxes. It is noted that 
the rate of sheriff*s commission varied from five and one- 
half per cent in Caddo to nineteen per cent in West Feliciana. 
Section 1423 of Title 33 of the Louisiana Revised Statutes 
fixes the rate of Sheriff’s Commission. This commission for 
collecting taxes is the major source of revenue for financing 
the operation of the office of sheriff and ex-officio tax 
collector.
In Column 6 is indicated the amount of $41,662.09 which 
was found to be uncollectible because of erroneous and dual 
assessments and due to changes authorized by the Louisiana 
Tax Commission. As previously pointed out, it was estimated 
that one per cent of the gross tax would be uncollectible.
To summarize, the gross amount of a one-mill parish-wide 
ad valorem school tax for the sixty-one school systems 
included in this study amounted to $4,166,212.37; a total of 
$622,433.55 was deducted from the gross amount of tax; and 
$3,543,773.62 was the total net revenue available to sixty-one
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school systems from one-mill parish-wide ad valorem school 
tax for 1970.
III. COMPUTATION OF NET REVENUE NOT AVAILABLE 
FROM ONE-MILL PARISH-WIDE SCHOOL TAX FOR 
1970 BECAUSE OF INDUSTRIAL TAX EXEMPTION
The purpose of this section is to show the computation 
of net revenue not available from one-mill parish-wide ad 
valorem school tax for 1970. The basic approach to the 
problem of computing the net revenue not available from 
parish-wide ad valorem school taxes to the forty-nine school 
systems where industrial tax exemptions were in effect, was 
to determine first the net revenue not available from one 
mill by school systems.
The Value of Exemptions at thirty-three per cent of the 
Value of Exempt Manufacturing Plants Under 10-Year Contract, 
totaling $3,312,2$4j913 as shown in Column 1 of Table I, was 
$1,093#053>99$» as shown in Column 1 of Table III. As 
previously mentioned, it was assumed that if the industrial 
tax exemptions had not been in effect, the Parish Assessors 
would have placed the exempt property on the assessment roll 
at the ratio of thirty-three per cent of its actual value.
The per cent of total assessment obtained by dividing 
the value of exemptions at thirty-three per cent by the total 
assessed valuation for tax purposes shown in Column 2 of 
Table I was shown for each school system in Column 2 of
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TABLE III
COMPUTATION OF NET REVENUE NOT AVAILABLE 
FROM ONE-MILL PARISHWIDE SCHOOL TAX FOR 1970 











OF ONE - MILL
ON EXEMPT 
PROPERTY
Acadia $ 7,713,132 10.76662 $ 58,725.40 $ 6,322.74
Allen 4,709,498 24.36835 16,052.62 3,911.75
Ascension 166,246,158 338.01205 38,541.69 130,275.56
Assumption 902,389 3.80012 17,494.17 664.80
Avoyelles 359,891 1.27777 21,997.83 281.08
Beauregard 2,749,402 8.86107 25,040.89 2,218.89
Bienville 237,341 .88671 21,702.10 192.43
Bossier 2,232,552 2.87757 66,628.43 1,917.28
Caddo 35,783,239 6.61314 487,869.62 32,263.50
Calcasieu 108,264,337 38.78743 241,528.76 93,682.80
Caldwell 11,308.82
Cameron 8,617,807 22.48256 30,411.96 6,837.39
Catahoula 379,881 2.78161 10,735.13 298.61
Claiborne 1,527,519 6.07996 20,326.33 1,235.83
Concordia ; 563,706 3.11534 14,870.51 463.27
DeSoto 64,845 .28493 17,881.92 50.95
East Baton Rouge 172,303,728 26.60935 581,313.58 154,683.77
East Carroll 667,005 3.61072 15,189.29 548.44
East Feliciana 10,810.00
Evangeline 2,341,350 6.58006 29,138.93 1,917.36
Franklin 49,500 .20784 19,619.78 40.78
Grant 10,370.82
Iberia 5,295,171 7.57977 57,681.20 4,372.10
Iberville 158,845,710 328.36400 38,970.15 127,963.94
Jackson 3,960,000 20.03762 15,403.68 3,086.53
Jefferson 23,079,378 7.21833 277,269.52 20,014.23
Jefferson Davis 1,596,384 3.00030 45,672.35 1,370.31
Lafayette 1,236,015 1.47993 69,113.15 1,022.83
Lafourche 74,124.41
LaSalle 1,417,010 5.93203 19,600.33 1,162.70
Lincoln 29,285.77
Livingston 16,669.11
Madison 600,708 2.88942 17,470.25 504.79
Morehouse 22,635,437 40.15258 47,319.75 19,000.10
Natchitoches 3,127,053 8.67753 29,947.16 2,598.67
Plaquemines 9,324,579 6.34034 122,862.10 7,789.87
Pointe Coupee 1,927,563 7.78409 19,676.93 1,531.67
Rapides 29,481,085 30.21307 84,685.29 25,586.03
Red River 700,728 6.91744 7,492.05 518.26















OF ONE - MILL
ON EXEMPT 
PROPERTY
St. Charles $ 122,496,029 200.66600 $ 50,055.76 $100,444.89
St. Helena 6,177 .05181 9,232.29 4.78
St. James 71,348,056 189.55940 30,136.61 57,126.78
S t. John 31,725,838 136.69436 18,141.46 24,798.35
St. Landry 74,307.08
St. Martin 398,603 1.51194 21,363.78 323.01
St. Mary 30,250,274 21.80896 115,386.69 25,164.64
St. Tammany 52,483.71
Tangipahoa 644,057 1.45476 36,711.77 534.07
Tensas 446,372 3.34680 10,824.46 362.27
Terrebonne 8,702,408 7.32066 100,999.79 7,393.85
Union 205,319 .99096 17,268.02 171.12
Vermilion 5,771,668 10.33533 45,956.46 4,749.75
Vernon 18,997.17
Webster 6,762,327 12.72829 44,432.46 5,655.49
West Baton Rouge 2,735,426 12.42025 17,092.04 2,122.87
West Carroll 13,655.31
West Feliciana 29,804,550 161.18102 13,548.48 21,837.58
Winn 2,003.557 12.25926 12.847.06 1.574.95
TOTALS $1,093,053,998 $3,543,778.82 $907,270.13
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Table III. This is the percentage increase in assessed 
valuation for tax purposes which would have resulted if the 
industrial tax exemption had not been in effect for 1970.
The net revenue available from a one-mill parish-wide 
school tax for 1970 as shown in Column 7 of Table I, is 
repeated in Column 3 of Table III to facilitate the com­
putation of net revenue not available from one mill.
The net revenue not available from one-mill parish-wide 
school tax for 1970 was derived by multiplying the net 
revenue available from one mill shown in Column 3 of Table III 
by the per cent of total assessment shown in Column 2 of 
Table III. The net revenue not available from a one-mill 
parish-wide ad valorem school tax for 1970 to the forty-nine 
school systems because of industrial tax exemptions amounted 
to $907,270.13, as shown in Column 4 of Table III.
It can readily be seen that although sixty-one school 
systems derived $3,543,778.32 in net revenue from one-mill 
parish-wide ad valorem school tax for 1970, the forty-nine 
school systems involved would have received an additional 
$907,270.13 in net revenue from one mill if the industrial 
tax exemption had not been in effect.
IV. NET REVENUE FROM LOCAL MILLAGES LEVIED 
PARISH-WIDE FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES FOR 1970
The purpose of this section is to show the net revenue 
available for the fiscal year 1970-71, by school systems,
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from local millages levied parish-wide for school purposes 
for 1970 by the sixty-one school systems included in this 
study.
The net revenue available from one-mill parish-wide ad 
valorem school tax shown in Column 7 of Table II was multi­
plied by each of the parish-wide school tax millages levied 
for 1970 shown in Columns 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 of Table I to 
determine the net revenue available, by school systems, from 
each parish-wide ad valorem school tax for the fiscal year 
1970-71 for the sixty-one school systems.
It will be noted that the Constitutional Tax produced 
$17,718,$94*10 in net revenue as shown in Column 2 of 
Table IV. The Maintenance and Operation Tax produced 
$19,752,333*97 as shown in Column 3 of Table IV. The 
Maintenance Tax produced $6,428,574.62 as shown in Column 4 
of Table IV. The Construction or Improvement Tax produced 
$5,706,872.29 as shown in Column 5 of Table IV. The Bond 
Redemption Tax produced $27,567,672.87 as shown in Column 6 
of Table IV. All parish-wide ad valorem school taxes produced 
a total of $77,174,347*85 in net revenue, based on the actual 
millages levied by the sixty-one school systems included in 
this study, as shown in Column 1 of Table IV.
TABLE IV
NET REVENUE FROM LOCAL MILLAGES LEVIED 
PARISH WIDE FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES FOR 1970
PARISH TOTAL CONSTITUTIONAL










Acadia $ 587,254.00 $ 293,627.00 $ 293,627.00
Allen 160,526.20 80,263.10 80,263.10
Ascension 732,292.11 192,708.45 192,708.45 $ 346,875.21
Assumption 402,366.11 87,470.85 87,470.85 227,424.41
Avoyelles 461,954.43 109,989.15 109,989.15 $ 109,989.15 131,986.98
Beauregard 826,349.37 125,204.45 175,286.23 125,204.45 400,654.24
Bienville 368,935.70 108,510.50 130,212.60 130,212.60
Bossier 666,284.30 333,142.15 333,142.15
Caddo 13,416,414.55 2,439,348.10 3,415,087.34 1,463,608.86 $1,951,478.48 4,146,891.77
Calcasieu 3,381,402.64 1,207,643.80 1,690,701.32 241,528.76 241,528.76
Caldwell 333,610.19 56,544.10 79,161.74 56,544.10 141,360.25
Cameron 152,059.80 152,059.80
Catahoula 203,967.47 53,675.65 75,145.91 21,470.26 32,205.39 21,470.26
Claiborne 243,915.96 101,631.65 101,631.65 40,652.66
Concordia 579,949.89 74,352.55 104,093.57 104,093.57 74,352.55 223,057.65
DeSoto 214,583.04 89,409.60 125,173.44
East Baton Rouge 15,346,678.51 2,906,567.90 2,906,567.90 581,313.58 2,906,567.90 6,045,661.23
East Carroll 288,596.51 75,946.45 75,946.45 136,703.61
East Feliciana 108,100.00 54,050.00 54,050.00
Evangeline 582,778.60 145,694.65 87,416.79 349,667.16
Franklin 353,156.04 98,098.90 98,098.90 98,098.90 58,859.34
Grant 176,303.94 51,854.10 72,595.74 51,854.10
Iberia 1,672,754.80 288,406.00 403,768.40 980,580.40
Iberville 194,850.75 194,850.75
Jackson 462,110.40 77,018.40 107,825.76 277,266.24
Jefferson 9,427,163.68 1,386,347.60 1,940,886.64 1,386,347.60 4,713,581.84
Jefferson Davis 685,085.25 228,361.75 228,361.75 228,361'. 75
Lafayette 2,246,177.38 345,565.75 483,792.05 345,565.75 1,071,253.83
Lafourche 2,075,483.48 370,622.05 518,870.87 1,185,990.56
LaSalle 362,606.11 98,001.65 137,202.31 98,001.65 29,400.50
Lincoln 585,715.40 146,428.85 146,428.85 146,428.85 146,428.85
Livingston 400,058.64 83,345.55 116,683.77 116,683.77 83,345.55
Madison 314,464.50 87,351.25 227,113.25
Morehouse 567,837.00 236,598.75 331,238.25
Natchitoches 299,471.60 149,735.80 149,735.80
Plaquemines 614,310.50 614,310.50
Pointe Coupee 329,588.58 98,384.65 108,223.12 122,980.81
Rapides 1,232,170.97 423,426.45 592,797.03 169,370.58 46,576.91
Red River 176,063.18 37,460.25 37,460.25 37,460.25 63,682.43
Richland 264,220.70 132,110.35 132,110.35
Sabine 135,120.10 67,560.05 67,560.05
St. Bernard 2,011,586.40 298,012.80 417,217.92 238,410.24 1,057,945.44
TABLE IV (continued)
PARISH TOTAL CONSTITUTIONAL










St. Charles $ 1,251,394.00 $ 250,278.80 $ 250,278.80 $ 750,836.40
St. Helena 221,574.96 46,161.45 64,626.03 $ 64,626.03 46,161.45
St. James 753,415.25 150,683.05 150,683.05 60,273.22 391,775.93
St. John 553,314.53 90,707.30 90,707.30 371,899.93
St. Landry 1,783,369.92 371,535.40 371,535.40 371,535.40 668,763.72
St. Martin 737,050.41 106,818.90 149,546.46 480,685.05
St. Mary 923,093.52 576,933.45 346,160.07
St. Tammany 1,469,543.88 262,418.55 367,385.97 $ 262,418.55 577,320.81
Tangipahoa 367,117.70 183,558.85 183,558.85
Tensas 238,138.12 54,122.30 54,122.30 129,893.52
Terrebonne 2,777,494.23 504,998.95 706,998.53 1,565,496.75
Union 397,164.46 86,340.10 86,340.10 51,804.06 172,680.20
Vermilion 229,782.30 229,782.30
Vernon 227,966.04 94,985.85 132,980.19
Webster 666,486.90 222^162.30 311,027.22 133,297.38
West Baton Rouge 376,024.88 85,460.20 119,644.28 170,920.40
West Carroll 177,519.03 68,276.55 68,276.55 40,965.93
West Feliciana 135,484.80 67,742.40 67,742.40
Winn 244,094.14 64,235.30 89,929.42 64,235.30 25,694.12
TOTALS $77,174,347.85 $17,718,894.10 $19,752,333.97 $6,428,574.62 $5,706,872.29 $27^567,672.87
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V. NET REVENUE NOT AVAILABLE FROM LOCAL MILLAGES 
LEVIED PARISH-WIDE FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES FOR 1970 
BECAUSE OF INDUSTRIAL TAX EXEMPTIONS
The purpose of this section is to show the net revenue 
not available for the fiscal year 1970-71 from local millages 
levied parish-wide for school purposes for 1970, by school 
systems, to the forty-nine school systems where industrial 
tax exemptions were in effect for the year 1970.
The net revenue not available from one-mill parish-wide 
ad valorem school tax shown in Column 4 of Table III was 
multiplied by each of the parish-wide school tax millages 
levied for 1970 shown in Columns 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 of Table I 
to determine, by school systems, the net revenue not available 
from each parish-wide ad valorem school tax for the fiscal 
year 1970-71 to the forty-nine school systems because the 
industrial tax exemptions were in effect for the year 1970.
It is noted that the Constitutional Tax would have 
produced an additional $4,536,350.65 in net revenue, as 
shown in Column 2 of Table V to the forty-nine school 
systems over and above the $17,71$,$94*10 actually available 
to the sixty-one school systems included in this study. The 
State Legislature would have had this additional $4,536,350.65 
available for appropriation if the industrial tax exemptions 
had not been in effect for 1970.
The Maintenance and Operation Tax would have produced an 
additional $4,059,791*07 in net revenue for general operations
TABLE V
NET REVENUE NOT AVAILABLE FROM LOCAL MILLAGES 
LEVIED PARISH WIDE FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES FOR 1970 
BECAUSE OF INDIVIDUAL TAX EXEMPTIONS
NET REVENUE NOT AVAILABLE FROM PARISH WIDE SCHOOL TAXES
MAINTENANCE CONSTRUCTION
AND OR BOND
PARISH TOTAL CONSTITUTIONAL OPERATION MAINTENANCE IMPROVEMENTS REDEMPTION
Acadia $ 63,227.40 $ 31,613.70 $ 31,613.70
Allen 39,117.50 19,558.75 19,558.75
Ascension 2,475,235.64 651,377.80 651,377.80 $1,172,480.04
Assumption 15,290.40 3,324.00 3,324.00 8,642.40
Avoyelles 5,902.68 1,405.40 1,405.40 $ 1,405.40 1,686.48
Beauregard 57,691.14 11,094.45 11,094.45 35,502.24
Bienville 3,271.31 962.15 1,154.58 1,154.58
Bossier 19,172.80 9,586.40 9,586.40
Caddo 887,246.25 161,317.50 225,844.50 96,790.50 $ 129,054.00 274,239.75
Calcasieu 1,311,559.20 468,414.00 655,779.60 93,682.80 93,682.80
Cameron 34,186.95 34,186.95
Catahoula 5,673.59 1,493.05 2,090.27 597.22 895.83 597.22
Claiborne 14,829.96 6,179.15 6,179.15 2,471.66
Concordia 18,067.53 ' 2,316.35 3,242.89 3,242.89 2,316.35 6,949.05
DeSoto 611.40 254.75 356.65
East Baton Rouge 4,083,651.53 773,418.85 773,418.85 154,683.77 773,418.85 1,608,711.21
East Carroll 10,420.36 2,742.20 2,742.20 4,935.96
Evangeline 38,347.20 9,586.80 5,752.08 23,008.32
Franklin 734.04 203.90 203.90 203.90 122.34
Iberia 126,790.90 21,860.50 30,604.70 74,325.70
Iberville 639,819.70 639,819.70
Jackson 92,595.90 15,432.65 21,605.71 55,557.54
Jefferson 680,483.82 100,071.15 140,099.61 100,071.15 340,241.91
Jefferson Davis 20,554.65 6,851.55 6,851.55 6,851.55
Lafayette 33,241.98 5,114.15 7,159.81 5,114.15 15,853.87
LaSalle 21,509.95 5,813.50 8,138.90 5,813.50 1,744.05
Madison 9,086.22 2,523.95 6,562.27
Morehouse 228,001.20 95,000.50 133,000.70
Natchitoches 25,986.70 12,993.35 12,993.35
Plaquemines 38,949.35 38,949.35
Pointe Coupee 25,655.48 7,658.35 8,424.19 9,572.94
Rapides 372,276.74 127,930.15 179,102.21 51,172.06 14,072.32
Red River 12,179.11 2,591.30 2,591.30 2,591.30 4,405.21
Richland 6,764.70 3,382.35 3,382.35
TABLE V (continued)
N E T  R E V E N U E  N O T  AVAILABLE FROM PARISH WIDE SCHOOL TAXES 
MAINTENANCE CONSTRUCTION
AND OR BOND
PARISH_____________________ TOTAL____________ CONSTITUTIONAL_________ OPERATION__________ MAINTENANCE_________ IMPROVEMENTS__________ REDEMPTION
St. Charles $ 2,511,122.25 $ 502,224.45 $ 502,224.45 $1,506,673.35
St. Helena 114.72 23.90 33.46 $ 33.46 23.90
St. James 1,428,169.50 285,633.90 285,633.90 114,253.56 742,648.14
St. John 756,349.68 123,991.75 123,991.75 508,366.18
St. Martin 11,143.85 1,615.05 2,261.07 7,267.73
St. Mary 201,317.12 125,823.20 75,493.92
Tangipahoa 5,340.70 2,670.35 2,670.35
Tensas 7,969.94 1,811.35 1,811.35 4,347.24
Terrebonne 203,330.88 36,969.25 51,756.95 114,604.68
Union 3,422.40 855.60 855.60 1,711.20
Vermilion 23,748.75 23,748.75
Webster 84,832.35 28,277.45 39,588.43 16,966.47
West Baton Rouge 46,703.14 10,614.35 14,860.09 21,228.70
West Feliciana 218,375.80 109,187.90 109,187.90
Winn 29,924.05 7,874.75 11,024.65 7,874.75 3,149.90
TOTALS $16,949,998.41 $4,536,350.65 $4,059,791.07 $676,069.12 $1,013,440.15 $6,664,347.42
■P-
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to the forty-two school systems shown in Column 3 of Table V 
over and above the $19>752,333«97 actually available to the 
fifty-six school systems levying millage for this purpose.
The Maintenance Tax would have produced an additional 
$676,069.12 in net revenue for maintenance of buildings and 
grounds to the twenty school systems shown in Column 4 of 
Table V over and above the $6,423,754.62 actually available 
to the twenty-five school systems levying millage for this 
purpose. In Appendix A is presented the ranks of the school 
systems by percentage increase in revenue which would have 
been available from parish-wide ad valorem school taxes if 
the industrial tax exemptions had not been in effect for 1970. 
It is noted that of the forty-nine school systems involved, 
nineteen would have had their revenue from this source 
increased (from 10.3 per cent in Vermilion to 333 per cent 
in Ascension). An additional twenty-six school systems would 
have had an increase ranging from one per cent in Union to 
3.9 per cent in Beauregard. It may be further noted from an 
examination of Appendix A that some of the smaller school 
systems as well as the larger systems in all geographical 
sections of the State of Louisiana would have experienced an 
increase in revenue if the industrial tax exemptions had not 
been in effect for the year 1970.
Six school systems would have had an additional 
$1,013,440.15 in net revenue available from the Construction 
or Improvement Tax, as shown in Column 5 of Table V over and
4 6
above the $5,706,872.29 actually available to the ten school 
systems levying millage for the construction or improvement of 
school plants. In the case of East Baton Rouge Parish, for 
example, it would have been possible to build one elementary 
school in 1970 with the $773,418.85 in additional net revenue 
which would have been available if the industrial tax 
exemption had not been in effect.
The Bond Redemption Tax would have produced an addi­
tional $6,664,347.42 in net revenue to the thirty school 
systems shown in Column 6 of Table V over and above the 
$27,567,672.87 available to the thirty-seven school systems 
levying millage for bond redemption. Consequently, taxpayers 
in the thirty school systems would have paid $6,664,347*42 
less in taxes levied for school bond redemption because 
local school boards are authorized to levy only sufficient 
millage each year to redeem bonds maturing that year and to 
pay interest on bonds outstanding. Accordingly, these thirty 
school systems would have levied less millage for the Bond 
Redemption Tax if the industrial tax exemption had not been 
in effect for 1970. For example, the Ascension Parish School 
Board could have reduced its levy from nine mills to two and 
one-tenth mills to produce $346,875.21 for bond redemption 
because the yield from one mill would have been $168,817.25 
if the industrial tax exemption had not been in effect 
instead of the $38,541*69 actually available, as shown in 
Columns 3 and 4 of Table III. Examples of other possible
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reduction in millage levied for bond redemption are Caddo 
from eight and five-tenths mills to eight mills; East Baton 
Rouge fron ten and four-tenths mills to eight and three-tenths; 
Jefferson from seventeen mills to fifteen and nine-tenths 
mills; St. Charles from fifteen mills to five mills; St.
James from thirteen mills to four and five-tenths mills;
St. John from twenty and five-tenths mills to eight and 
seven-tenths mills; and West Feliciana from five mills to 
two mills.
An additional $16,949>99&.41 in net revenue from all 
parish-wide ad valorem school taxes would have been available 
to the forty-nine school systems shown in Column 1 of Table V 
over and above the $ 7 7 , 1 7 4 , 3 4 7 * actually available to the 
sixty-one school systems included in this study, if the 
industrial tax exemptions had not been in effect for 1970.
One indirect benefit to the forty-nine school systems 
would have been the financial ability to issue, with voter 
approval, additional bonds for the construction or improve­
ment of school buildings. As shown in Column 1 of Table III, 
the total assessed valuation for tax purposes would have been 
increased by $1,093,053,99^ if the industrial tax exemptions 
had not been in effect for 1970. This additional assessed 
valuation would have legally supported the issuance of bonds 
in the amount of $273,000,000. Section 562 of Title 39 of 
the Louisiana Revised Statutes authorizes the issuance of 
bonds, with voter approval, by local school boards for
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construction up to twenty-five per cent of the assessed 




The purpose of this study was to determine the effect 
of industrial tax exemptions on the revenues of local school 
boards in selected parishes of the State of Louisiana. More 
specifically, this study sought to determine the amount of 
revenue not available to these parish school boards from 
parish-wide ad valorem school taxes because of industrial 
tax exemptions. The study also sought to determine the 
amount of revenue not available from parish-wide ad valorem 
school taxes for the purpose of bond redemption.
I . SUMMARY
With revenues from the severance tax declining and wide 
discrepancies existing among the parishes in the ratios of 
assessments, parish and state agencies are beginning to look 
for new and better means of producing needed revenues to 
operate schools and other governmental agencies. One of the 
means that has been given serious consideration by some 
school boards is the removal of exemptions to industries from 
the payment of ad valorem taxes levied by parish school boards. 
Recently, this concern was expressed through a resolution of 
the Louisiana School Boards Association at its annual 
convention in New Orleans in February of 1971.^
Ijames D. Prescott, The Boardman. 25:22, January, 1971*
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Research pertaining to the effect of industrial tax 
exemptions on the revenues of local school boards is not 
extensive. Most of the research done in the various states 
is related to over-all state tax structure and does not deal 
specifically with the effect of exemptions on local school 
board revenues. A careful examination of reliable compila­
tions of state tax studies, except for the study by Hilton in
2Louisiana in 1957 > has failed to reveal a study dealing 
specifically with the effect of industrial tax exemptions on 
school board revenues.
The plan and design of’the study was based on the 
assumption that the parish assessor in each parish represented 
would have placed the exempt property on the assessment rolls 
at a ratio of thirty-three per cent of its actual value had the 
industrial tax exemption not been in effect. In determining 
the amount of revenue available to parish school boards for 
the fiscal year 1970-71 and the amount not available due to 
industrial tax exemptions it was necessary to first determine 
the value of one mill in terms of revenue available from 
millage levied on the assessed valuation for tax purposes. 
Parish assessments and millages levied were determined from 
the Grand Recapitulation of each parish assessment roll 
filed with the Office of the State Comptroller. A formula 
for determining the revenue not available to the parish school
2C. W. Hilton, The Effect of Industrial Tax Exemptions 
on Local School Revenues in Louisiana (Baton Rouge: Louisiana
Education Research Association, 195$).
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boards due to industrial tax exemptions was derived. A 
sample calculation using the formula was made for the Parish 
of East Baton Rouge. When compared with the actual revenue 
received by the parish for fiscal year 1963-69 the sample 
calculation was correct within three-tenths of one per cent.
The data developed from this study were presented in 
five tables. In Table I is shown the value of exempt manu­
facturing plants, the total assessed valuation for tax 
purposes, and millage levied parish-wide for 1970 by local 
school boards as shown on the Grand Recapitulation for each 
parish. In Table II is shown, for each parish, the calcu­
lations required to ascertain the net revenue available from 
one mill. In Table III is presented the computation involved 
in determining the net value of one mill not available because 
of the industrial tax exemptions. In Table IV is indicated 
the net revenue available to each local school board from 
parish-wide ad valorem taxes based on millage levied on the 
actual assessed valuation for tax purposes. In Table V is 
shown the net revenue not available from parish-wide ad 
valorem taxes based on millage levied by local school boards 
because the industrial tax exemptions were in effect during 
the year 1970. These data were carefully proofread and checked 




From a consideration of the data presented in this 
study, the following appear to be valid conclusions.
1. The effect of industrial tax exemptions on local 
school board revenues in forty-nine parishes is 
substantial. The total amount of industrial tax 
exemptions in forty-nine of the sixty-four parishes 
of Louisiana was $3,312,2$4,913*00 in 1970. In the 
sixty-one parishes included in this study, the total 
assessed valuation for tax purposes amounted to 
$4,166,203,213.00. If the industrial tax exemp­
tions had not been in effect the total assessed 
valuation for tax purposes would have been increased 
by $1,093,053,99^*00 in forty-nine parishes. This 
broadened assessed valuation would have made 
possible a significant reduction in millage levied 
by local school boards to service bond redemptions.
2. Industrial tax exemptions affect the distribution 
of funds to the local school boards under the State 
Equalization Formula. The State Legislature would 
have had $4,536,350.65 more money available for 
appropriation because this increased revenue from 
the Constitutional Tax in forty-nine school systems 
would have reduced the amount needed under the
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Equalization Formula used to distribute funds to 
local school boards.
3. Industrial tax exemptions substantially affect the 
revenue available to local school boards from the 
Maintenance and Operation Tax. Forty-three school 
systems would have received a total of $4,059*791.07 
more revenue for general operations from the 
Maintenance and Operation Tax levied by these school 
boards if industrial tax exemptions had not been in 
effect.
4. Industrial tax exemptions also affect the amount of 
revenue available to local school boards from the 
Maintenance Tax. Twenty school systems would have 
had $676,069.12 more revenue available to maintain 
buildings and grounds from the Maintenance Tax 
levied by these school boards.
5. Industrial tax exemptions affect the amount of 
revenue available to local school boards from the 
Construction or Improvement Tax. Six school systems 
would have had $1,013,440.15 more revenue available 
for capital outlay from the Construction or Improve­
ment Tax had industrial tax exemptions not been in 
effect in 1970.
6. Industrial tax exemptions affect the amount of taxes 
paid by taxpayers in thirty school systems of 
Louisiana to service bond redemptions. The broadened
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assessed valuation for tax purposes would have 
required lower millage by the school boards for 
bond redemption.
7. Industrial tax exemptions affect the total revenues 
available to parish school boards in the State of 
Louisiana. If these exemptions had not been in 
effect in 1970 the millage levied by forty-nine 
school boards would have produced $16,949*998.41 
more than the $77*174,347.85 actually produced to 
sixty-one school boards in the fiscal year 1970-71.
8, The number of parishes that are affected by indus­
trial tax exemptions is substantial. Forty-nine 
school systems would have derived increased revenue 
from parish-wide ad valorem taxes, ranging from a 
low of one-tenth of one per cent for St. Helena to 
a high of 338 per cent for Ascension. Nineteen 
school systems would have received additional revenues 
amounting to an additional ten per cent or more. An 
additional twelve school systems would have received 
revenue increases ranging from 5.9 per cent to S.9 
per cent and the other eighteen, an increase from 
one-tenth of one per cent to 3.8 per cent.
B I B L I O G R A P H Y
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SCHOOL SYSTEMS RANKED BY PERCENTAGE INCREASE OF ADDITIONAL 
REVENUE WHICH WOULD HAVE BEEN AVAILABLE IF INDUSTRIAL TAX 










Ascension 338.0% $ 38,541.69 $130,275.56
Iberville 328.4 38,970.15 127,963.94St. Charles 200.7 50,055.76 100,444.89St. James 189.6 30,136.61 57,126.78
West Feliciana 161.2 13,548.48 21,837.58
St. John 136.7 18,141.46 24,798.35
Morehouse 40.2 47,319.75 19,000.10
Calcasieu 38.8 241,528.76 93,682.80
Rapides 30.2 84,685.29 25,586.03
East Baton Rouge 26.6 581,212.58 154,683.77
Allen 24.4 16,052.62 3,911.75Cameron 22.5 30,411.96 6,837.39
St. Mary 21.8 115,386.69 25,164.64
Jackson 20.0 15,403.68 3,086.53
Webster 12.7 44,432.46 5,655.49
West Baton Rouge 12.4 17,092.04 2,122.87Winn 12.3 12,847.06 1,574.95
Acadia 10.8 58,725.40 6,322.74
Vermilion 10.3 45,956.46 4,749.75


























 Net Revenue From One Mill__Available Not Available
Actual___________ Exemption
Natchitoches 3.7 29,947.16Pointe Coupee 7.3 19,676.93Iberia 7.6 57,631.20
Terrebonne 7.3 100,999.79Jefferson 7.2 277,269.52
Red River 6.9 7,492.05Caddo 6.6 437,369.62
Evangeline 6.6 29,133.93Plaquemines 6.3 122,362.10Claiborne 6.1 20,326.36
LaSalle 5.9 19,600.33
Assumption 3.3 17,494.17East Carroll 3.6 15,139.29
Tensas 3.3 10,324.46Concordia 3.1 14,£70.51Jefferson Davis 3.0 45,672.35Bossier 2.9 66,623.43Madison 2.9 17,470.25Catahoula 2.3 10,735.13Richland 2.6 26,422.07





































47 DeSoto 0.3 17,SSI.92 50.95 12
48 Franklin 0.2 19,619.73 40.7S IS
49 St. Helena 0.1 9,232.29 4.7S 24




City of Bogalusa 
City of Monroe















GRAND RECAPITULATION OF THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR THE PARISH OF
5 320.M2.OIO < $ 22I.030.2SO / $1 110.991.ISO | 022,101.ISO
nlw •!k.1m M  pv
% SOI,092,330 $ 561,092,330^
f  A B M  AMD LOCAL T O Z D
Perth T* Q - L 9 P __Hfib 6 0.00 MILLS
TOTAL VALUE Of ALL PROPERTY IT IMS VITHIN Tt£ CONFINES OF 
IK. CITIES AMD TOURS HAVIRC A POPULATION IN EXCESS OF 
1000, MUCH MAINTAIN SYSTEMS OF STREET P&VING.
SHREVEPORT 9 027,028.730 0 2.00 HILLS-r" 9 655.306.60
VIVIAN 6,388,180 # 2.00 MILS 9.391.30
ALL PRDPCRTY
0.00 MILLS rES AND TOWS 107.675,020 • 358,928.92
t RED RIVER MATEHAP 539.990,010 0 2.00 MILLS ✓ 801,999.32
PARISH VIDE SCHOOL 501,092,330 0 27.50 MILLS-*' 11.607.782.0S
JUVENILE COiftT 501.092,330 0 0 .3 0 MILLS-*! 126,630.35
PUBLIC. HEALTH 501.092,330 ' 0 1.00 MILLS * 022,101.18
LIBRARY 501.092.350 0 0.75 M(ILS * 316,575.09
JAIL 501,092,330 0 0.22 MILLS 92,862.26
COURT HBUBC 501,092,330 0 0.11 MILLS ■*" 06,031.13
ROADS 501,092,330 0 0.33 MILLS r- 139.293.39
ORAIRAGE 501,092,330 0 0.17 HILLS-/ 71.757.20
GARBAGE 501.092,330 0 0.10 HILLS / 02,210.12
PARRS, ETC. 501,092,330 0 0.07 M I L K 29,507.08
PUBLIC IWROVEICNTS 501.092,330 0 0.90 mill;/ 379.891.06
LEVEE (OH VALUE) 81,600,090 0 1.00 HILLS/" 50.000.80
CADOO HATER DISTRICT NO. 1 1,770.650 0 12.00 MILLS/" 16,729.56
SEVERAGE DISTRICT NO. 2 0,201,060 0 8,00 HILLS/ 33,600.32
HOSPITAL DISTRICT 31,795,890 0 1.75 HILLS / 55,658.80
HATER DISTRICT NO. 0 0,997,900 0 9.00 HILLS-/ 00,981.10
SEVTRAGI DISTRICT NO. 5 0,997.900 ¥ 9.0C HILt4/ 66,90f.fO
FOREST ACREAGE TAX 059.873 AC 0 U PER ACRE •>" 0.193.08
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GRAND TOTAL OF NOLL 1720,260,290
•ALL OF THE ACCUMULATED LOSS NAS APPLIED 
TO CONFEDERATE VETERAN'S TAX. BECAUSE ALL 
(AIN HAS BEEN APPLIED TO IT IN TMT *
j)t->r6vtLin
■ OUtSlAMA TAX COMWSSIOH
ON?o
-Tor, »  ??'•; a / 7A$PE)JDik-C- 7;;" f'5'/";
S T A T E M E N T  M AD E T O
LE G IS LA TIV E  A U D ITO R
CaddoShowing the Total Amount of Taxes Assessed in the Parish o f .
for the year 19.7” .....  (except Confederate Veteran Taxes), (lie avera
I hereon and the annum! to h e  paid upon the Assessor's Salary and Kxpenses h v  each Iteripient of 
Taxes as required h y  U.S. 17:1900.
Total Taxes assessed, as itemized b e l o w ............................................
Amount of Parish  Tax Exemptions in Municipalities . . . .  
Total Subject to P ro ra ta  Payment on Amount due the Assessor 
The Amount to he paid is as follows:
Assessor’s S a l a r y ................................$ .....».9.9.®.'.f?*?-.
ge ra te  of Commission due
Clerical and Other Expenses 
T o t a l .................................
3 3 0 ,0 0 0 .0 0
Average ra te  of Commission due by each k i n d  of tax .
( T o  f i n d  Ave r n j r i *  I t u t n ,  D i v i d e  T o t a l  t o  l . e P. ui l  A > s r  sot-  h v  T m n l  K > 1i. I T
$ 2 2 ,3 9 1 ,6 5 9 .2 5  
s  8 6 6 ,8 3 3 .8 2  
$ 2 3 ,2 5 8 ,4 9 3 .0 7
3 4 9 ,0 0 0 .0 0
.015005271363
TAXES ITEMIZED
KI ND O F  T A X E S A M O U N T  O F  T A X  A S S E S S E D
R A T E  O F  
C O M M I S S I O N
T O T A L  A M O U N T  
D U E  A S S E S S O R
State Tax—5 mills $ 2 ,7 0 5 ,4 6 1 .6 4  .01 5005271363 $ 4 0 ,5 9 6 .1 9
I-evec Adv. T ax ,(8 1 ,6 0 4 ,0 9 0  3 1 M.) List. 8 1 ,6 0 4 .0 9 1 ,2 2 4 .4 9
Forest
Ac reape Tax, (4 5 9 ,8 7 3  Acres 3 2c) Hist. 9 ,1 9 7 .4 6 1 3 8 .0 1
Public Health9Sfm»SMX5Ht (5 4 1 ,0 9 2 ,3 3 0  3 1 M.)Dist. 5 4 1 ,0 9 2 .3 3 8 ,1 1 9 .2 4
Jail
4oroOE3&JGC, (5 4 1 ,0 9 2 ,3 3 0  @ .2 2  M.) Dist. 1 1 9 ,0 4 0 .3 1 1 ,7 8 6 .2 3
Garbage
IjHan5X^X X® Iffi(541,092,330 3 .10M .)Dist. 5 4 ,1 0 9 .2 3 8 1 1 .9 2
Parka
fomXIOSm  (5 4 1 ,0 9 2 ,3 3 0  3 .0 7  M.) Dist. 3 7 ,8 7 6 .4 6 5 6 8 .3 5
Public Improvements 
IjffilK M O O ta (5 4 1 ,0 9 2 ,3 3 0  3 .9 0  M.) 4 8 6 ,9 8 3 .1 0 7 ,3 0 7 .3 1
(Outside -  1 0 7 ,6 7 5 ,4 2 0  3 4 M.) 
Parish  Tax (inside -  4 3 3 ,4 1 6 ,9 1 0  3 2 M.) _ 1 , 2 9 7 ,5 3 5 .5 0  ______ 1 9 ,4 6 9 .8 7
Special Parish Taxes:
(5 4 1 ,0 9 2 ,3 3 0  3 .3 3  M.)
Road Tax— Parish wide 1 7 8 ,5 6 0 .4 7 2 .6 7 9 .3 5
(5 4 1 ,0 9 2 ,3 3 0  3 .1 1  M.)
Court House l a x 5 9 .5 2 0 .1 6 8 9 3 .1 2
(5 4 1 ,0 9 2 ,3 3 0  3 .75  M.)
L ibrary  Tax 4 0 5 .8 1 9 .2 5 6 ,0 8 9 .4 3
(5 4 1 ,0 9 2 ,3 3 0  3  .1 7  M.)
Drainage Tax 9 1 .9 8 5 .7 0 1 .3 8 0 .2 7
(5 3 9 ,9 9 0 ,8 1 0  3 2 M.) 
Red River Waterway 1 .0 7 9 .9 8 1 .6 2 1 6 .2 0 5 .4 2
Road D istrict Taxes:
(5 4 1 ,0 9 2 ,3 3 0  3 .3 0  M.) 
Juvenile Court 1 6 2 .3 2 7 .7 0 2 .4 3 5 .7 7
AM Ol'NTS CARRIED FORWARD Z t3 1 1 .0 9 5 .0 2 1 0 9 .7 0 4 .9 7
:t r..  t
APPENDIX C .(continued)
KIND O F  T A X ES
AMOUNTS BROUGHT FORW ARD,
T O T A L  A M O U N T  r
D U E  A S S E S S O R
 I>o£uljar_J5chool_Tax_
Special P a rish  W ide School T axes: 
(541,092,330 P 27.50 M.)
 . P.'s tr ic 4 _.T:l x c s.:___ __. . .  . .
Caddo Hater District 91 (1,774,650 P 12 M.j) 
^Sewerage District 92 (*,201,040 O R  M.) ;
JJater District 9 4 (4,997,900 P 9 M.)
jlewerage District 95 (4,997,900 P 9 M.)
JRospltal Dlotrict (31,795,890 p 1.75 M.)
Exem pted M unicipalities:
Shreveport (427,028,730 P 2 M.)____
























Personally came and appeared  liefVire me, th e  undersigned legal au tho rity . PhPTl?? R. Henlngton 
Assessor for the Parish  o f ...Caddo............  who being by me first duly stvorn, deposes and
and expenses by each  recipient of taxes and th a t th e  am ount so claim ed does no t exceed th e ’sa lary  
and expense allow ance nam ed in R. S. -17:1007-8, as am ended. -
'/ K ’ /r, T....
APPENDIX D
^ CADDO PARISH TAX COLLECTOR 
STATEMENT PREPARED BY 
OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AUDITOR 
SHOWING AMOUNTS TO BE DEDUCTED FROM 1970 TAX COLLECTIONS 




PER TAX (.01563082% of FUNDS TOTAL
TAX ROLL $22,391,659.25) 1.875% DEDUCTION
State $ 2 ,434.915.48 $ <380.60'i $C45,454-j£Z^_ M  $ 46,035.27
Confederate Veterans 405,817.86 .7,609.08.; ( I  7,609.08
L.S.U. 270,546.16 <42.29 ' C5,072.74. M y  o '  5,115.03
Caddo Levee District, 1M 81,604.09 02.76"' C.J.,530.OB' 1,542.84
Forestry Tax, 2f. 9,197.46 1.44 172.45 173.89
Parish Tax, 4 and 2M 1,297,535.50 202.82 24,328.79 24,531.61
Special Parish Taxes:
Health Unit Maint., 1M 541,092.33 84.58 10,145.48 10,230.06
Jail Maint., 22/100M 119,040.31 18.61 2,232.01 2,250.62
Garbage Maint., 1/10M 54,109.23 8.46 1,014.55 1,023.01
Recreation Maint., 7/100M 37,876.46 5.92 710.18 716.10
Public Improvement Bonds, 9/10M 486,983.10 76.12 9,130.93 9,207.05
Road Maint., 33/100M 178.560.47 27.91 3,348.01 3,375.92
Courthouse Maint., 11/100M 59,520.16 9.30 1,116.00. 1,125.30
Library Maint., 3/4M 405,819.25 63.43 7,609.11 7,672.54
Drainage Maint., 17/100M 91,985.70 14.38 1,724.73 1,739.11
Red River Waterway:
Capital Outlay, 1%M 809,986.22 126.61 15,187.24 15,313.85
Maint., %M 269,995.40 42.20 5,062.41 5,104.61
Juvenile Court Maint., 3/10M 162,327.70 25.37 3,043.64 3,069.01
Regular School Tax, 5M A ,705,461.60 422.89 50,727.41 51,150.30
Special School Tax, 7M 3 ,787,646.24 592.04 71,018.37 71,610.41
Parishwide Construction, 4M 2 ,164,369.28 338.31 40,581.92 40,920.23
Parishwide School Maint., 3M 1 ,623,276.96 253.73 30,436.44 30,690.17
Parishwide School Bonds, 8%M 4;,599,284.99 718.91 86,236.59 89,955.50
Waterworks District Taxes:
N o . 1 Bonds, 8M 14,197.20 2.22 266.20 268.42
No. 1 Maint., 4M 7,098.60 1.11 133.10 134.21
No. 4 Bonds, 4M 19,991.60 3.12 374.84 377.96
N o . 4 Maint., 5M 24,989.50 3.91 468.55 472.46
Sewerage District Taxes:
No. 2 Bonds, 3M 12,603.12 1.97 236.31 238.28
No. 2 Maint., 5M 21,005.20 3.28 393.85 397.13
No. 5 Bonds, 5M 24,989.50 3.91 468.55 472.46
N o . 5 Maint., 4M 19,991.60 3.12 374.84 .377.96
Hospital District Taxes:
North Caddo Bonds, 1M 31,805.05 4.96 596.34 601.30
North Caddo Maint., 3/4M 23,853.79 3.72 447.27 450.99
TOTAL $22,.797.477.11 $3,500.00 $427,452.68* $430,952.68
*To be settled as follows:
Assessors' Retirement Fund(.25%) $ 56,993.69
Clerks' of Court Retirement and Relief Fund (.25%) 56,993.69
District Attorneys' Retirement System (.0625%) 14,248.42
Municipal Employees' Retirement System (.25%) f /* ̂  ■ 56,993.69Parochial Employees * Retirement System of Louisiana (.25%) > C' 'w' 56,993.69
Registrars of Voters Employees' Retirement System (.0625%) 14,248.42
Sheriffs' Pension and Relief Fund (. 25%) 56,993.69
Teachers' Retirement System (.50%) 113.907.39
Total $427.452.68
Note - The amounts shown opposite each tax must be deducted from the collections of that tax.
If collections of any particular tax the first month are not sufficient to cover the full 
deductions, the remainder must be deducted from subsequent collections of that tax - it 
cannot be deducted from collections of some other tax.
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APPENDIX E
REVISED STATUTES - TITLE 33:1423, AS AMENDED BY ACTS OF 1969
§ 1423. SheriffTs salary fund; commissions from tax collec­
tions; disbursements from fund
A. All fees in civil, criminal and other matters 
allowed by law for the performance of any duty of the 
sheriff and ex-officio tax collector shall include 
not less than $1000.00 per annum. In parishes having 
more than two representatives in the legislature, the 
sheriff shall receive $500.00 for each additional rep­
resentative. These sums shall be deducted by the 
sheriff pro rata from the amounts due the recipients 
of taxes in addition to the percentages hereinafter 
provided for, before settlement with them, and shall 
be collected by him, and deposited by him in a special 
account, to be accounted for by the sheriff under the 
head of ’’Sheriff’s salary fund.”
B. The tax collector shall deduct a commission which 
he is to turn over to the Sheriff’s Salary Fund from 
the following: all state, parish, school, levee and
other taxes and licenses, including hunting and fishing 
licenses collected by him and actually paid by him to 
the state and parish treasury or the authority desig­
nated by law to receive same.
In addition, the sheriff of the parish of Jefferson 
shall collect any sales tax levied by the Jefferson 
Parish School Board for which collection he shall 
receive as compensation the percentage specified in 
Subsection (C) of this section, and the sheriff of the 
parish of St. Bernard shall collect all sales taxes 
levied by the St. Bernard Parish Police Jury and/or 
the St. Bernard Parish School Board, for which collec­
tion he shall receive as compensation the percentage 
specified in Subsection (C) hereof.
C. In the following parishes, the tax collectors shall 
deduct as commissions not more than the following per­
centages of the aggregate amount of such taxes shown to 
be collectible by the tax rolls:
(1) Acadia . .









A v o y e l l e s .......................... . 13$
Beauregard . » ..........................13$
Bienville  ........................13$
B o s s i e r .............................. 9$
Caddo - 7$ on 1st $225,000 
& 5|$ on all amounts over $225,000
C a l c a s i e u..........   9g$
Caldwell................................ 16$
C a m e r o n ................................ 16$
C a t a h o u l a .............................. 14$
C l a i b o r n e .....................  10$
C o n c o r d i a .............................. 12$
DeSoto.......................  12$
East Baton Rouge ..........  . . . . .  6g$
East Carroll............................ 11$
East Feliciana  ..........   19$
Evangeline.... .............  . . . . .  12$
Franklin................................ 11$
G r a n t .................................. 14$
Iberia.........................   12$
Iberville..... .............  . . . . .  15$
Jackson   . . . . . .  14$
J e f f e r s o n.............................. 9f$
Jefferson Davis .....................  $1$
L a f a y e t t e.............................. 13$
L a f o u r c h e .............................. 12$
L a S a l l e ................................ 13$
Lincoln - 10$ on 1st $450,000 &
6$ on all over $450,000
Livingston.............................. 15$
Madison . . . . . .    . . .  9$
M o r e h o u s e .............................. 11$
Natchitoches .........................  11$
Ouachita........................... . . S$
Plaquemines...................  10$
Pointe Coupee .......................  12$
R a p i d e s ..........    9$
Red River  ............................ 16$
Richland................................ 10$
Sabine   . . . . . . . .  14$
St. B e r n a r d ..................  12$
St. C h a r l e s ........................... 13$
St. Helena............................. 16$
St. James . • * ...............   15$
T, , St. John the Baptist....................15$
4$) St. Landry  ..........   10$
49) St. Martin...............* .............14$

































($1) St. Tammany . •
(52) Tangipahoa . . .
(53) Tensas . . . . .
(54) Terrebonne . . •
(55) Union ........
(56) Vermillion . . .
(57) Vernon ........
(5$) Washington . . .
(59) Webster . . . .
(60) West Baton Rouge
(61) West Carroll . .
(62) West Feliciana .










D. The sheriff and ex-officio tax collector shall draw 
his salary monthly on his own check or warrant and shall 
monthly issue to employees and deputies, checks or 
warrants for the amount due them, which shall be drawn 
against and paid out of the sheriff’s salary fund. For 
claims within the allowance above fixed, and to be 
charged to the allowance, he shall issue his own checks 
or warrants, which shall be drawn against and paid out 
of the sheriff’s salary fund. The special account repre­
senting the sheriff’s salary fund shall show the total 
receipts of the office of the sheriff and ex-officio 
tax collector in civil and criminal matters and other 
fees, allowances, charges and commissions, and the dis­
bursement to the sheriff and ex-officio tax collector, 
including the salary and all other expenses of the 
office, and also including the reimbursement of actual 
expenses paid out as hereinafter allowed. In any case 
where the sheriff can, with reasonable certainty, esti­
mate what will be the amount of the sheriff’s salary 
fund, as herein provided, he may, at his discretion, 
anticipate not exceeding seventy-five per cent of the 
same, exclusive of interest, according to the needs of 
his office and may negotiate his own warrants against 
the fund from month to month. In that case, the warrants 
and the interest thereon shall be paid from the sheriff’s 
salary and expense fund as the money accrues therein in 
order of issuance of the warrants. The fund is pledged 
for the payment of any warrant issued under the authority 
of this proviso, but the warrants shall not exceed the 
salary and allowance provided above.
E. The percentage allocations set forth in Paragraph C 
of this Section shall not be changed by amendment to 
this Section, or by other act regardless of whether it
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amends this Section, unless notice of intent to do so 
shall have been sent by the sheriff to the school board 
and governing authority in each parish to be affected 
by such change. Such notice in each parish affected 
shall state the percentage change to be applied for and 
shall be sent by certified mail.
The mailing of this notice of intent to change percent­
age allocations in Paragraph C of this Section shall be 
made by the sheriff at least ten days prior to the 
convening of the legislative session in which such 
change is to be made. The evidence of such notice 
having been mailed shall be exhibited in the legislature 
before such act shall be passed, and every such act 
shall contain a recital that such notice has been given.
Amended by Acts 1952, No. 217, § 1; Acts 1954, No. 151,
§ 1; Acts 1956, No. 343, § 1; Acts-195$, No. 446, § 1;
Acts I960, No. 241, § 1; Acts 1961, No. 42, § 1, Acts
1963, No. 50, § 1; Acts 1964, No. 510; Acts 1964, Ex. 
Sess., No. 12, § 1; Acts 1965, No. 63; Acts 1966, No. 
220; Acts 1966, No. 263, § 1; Acts 19o7» No. 65, § 1;
Acts 1967, No. 70; Acts 1963, No. 444, s 1; Acts 1969,
No. 99, § 1; Acts 1969, No. 100, § 1; Acts 1969, No.




Art. 10, § 4
10. New manufacturing establishments. The state board of 
commerce and industry, with the approval of the governor, 
may enter into contracts for the exemption of any new manu­
facturing establishment or an addition or additions to any 
manufacturing establishment already existing in the state 
upon such terms and conditions as the board, with the 
approval of the governor, may deem to be to the best interest 
of the state. The terms "manufacturing establishment" and 
"addition or additions" as used in this paragraph mean a new 
plant or establishment or an addition or additions to any 
existing plant or establishment which engages in the business 
of working raw materials into wares suitable for use or which 
gives new shapes, new qualities or new combinations to matter 
which already has gone through some artificial process. No 
exemption shall be contracted for any new manufacturing 
establishment in any locality where there is a manufacturing 
establishment actually engaged in the manufacture of the 
same or closely competitive articles without the written 
consent of the owner of such existing manufacturing estab- 
listment to be attached to and identified with the contract 
of exemption. No exemption from taxes shall be granted 
under the authority of this Paragraph for a longer initial n 
period than five calendar years from the date of the execu­
tion of the contract of exemption or five calendar years 
from the date of the completion of the construction as 
described in the contract for tax exemption, the commence­
ment of the exemption upon either of such dates to be 
specified in the contract at the discretion of the State 
Board of Commerce and Industry and subject to approval by 
the governor. Upon application within ninety (90) days 
before the expiration of the initial period of five (5) 
years, and upon proper showing of a full compliance with the 
contract of exemption by the contractee, any exemption 
granted under the authority of this Subsection shall be 
renewed for an additional period of five (5) calendar years. 
Any such exemption shall ipso facto cease upon violation of 
the terms and conditions of the contract which granted the 
same. All property exempted, in accordance with the pro­
visions of the Paragraph shall be listed on the assessment 
rolls and submitted to the Louisiana Tax Commission, but no 
taxes shall be collected thereon during the period of exemp­




of exemption entered into under this Paragraph, and for each 
year thereafter, all property exempted by any such contract 
shall be listed on the assessment rolls and shall be assessed 
at the end of the tax exemption period at not more than the 
average assessment ratio on all other property assessed by 
the assessor in the parish in which the property is located. 
To determine the assessment ratio of locally assessed pro­
perty, the Louisiana Tax Commission shall annually determine 
in each parish the assessed value of all locally assessed 
property in relation to actual value. All taxes imposed 
upon such property shall be collected in the manner provided 
by law. (As amended Acts 1964, No. 529, adopted Nov. 3, 
1964.)
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